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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 

1 1/09/2005 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1 -4, 7, 8, 10 and 11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Criss et al. (US 2006/0002340 A1). 

Regarding claim 1, Criss discloses a method of tracing signaling 
messages of a subscriber in a mobile communication system, which comprises 
functional entities for subscriber mobility management, the method comprising: 
transmitting and receiving signaling messages in a functional entity (a host 
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computer (Fig. 1, 30) connected to a base station (Fig. 1, 26) receives and 
transmits messages from and to a mobile station (Fig. 1, 36), Criss, Page 3, 
Paragraph 0040, line 9 through Page 4, Paragraph 0042, line 8), receiving a 
trace command in said functional entity, the command indicating the tracer and 
identifying at least one subscriber whose signaling messages are to be traced 
(the host computer identifies the particular mobile station to be traced to check 
whether it has the most up-to-date version of operating software, Criss, Page 4, 
Paragraph 0044, lines 1 - 32 and Page 7, Paragraph 0063, line 1 through 
Paragraph 0063, line 4), starting tracing which comprises sending to the tracer a 
copy of a signaling message in response to the reception or transmission of a 
signaling message related to the subscriber to be traced (the host computer has 
a bootptab table where it stores all outgoing and incoming messages that are 
sent to and received from a mobile station), wherein the copy of the signaling 
message sent to the tracer is identical to the signaling message of the subscriber 
(message stored within the bootptab is identical to the message of the 
subscriber, Page 5, Paragraph 0054, line 1 through Page 6, Paragraph 0055, line 
20). 

Regarding claim 2, Criss discloses wherein the trace command also 
indicates the type of the signaling message to be traced (determining the version 
of the operating software of a particular mobile station), and the copy of the 
signaling message is sent only if the signaling message is of the type to be 
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traced (host computer's bootptab table only stores this particular information) 
(Criss, Page 5, Paragraph 0054, line 1 through Page 6, Paragraph 0055, line 20). 

Regarding claim 3, Criss discloses wherein tracing starts from the start 
message of a dialogue related to the subscriber to be traced (the host computer 
receives the Bootp Request Packet and then it identifies the particular mobile 
station to be traced to check whether it has the most up-to-date version of 
operating software, Criss, Page 4, Paragraph 0044, lines 1-32 and Page 7, 
Paragraph 0063, line 1 through Paragraph 0063, line 4). 

Regarding claim 4, Criss discloses wherein tracing of the subscriber's 
signaling message stops in response to the fact that the dialogue which started 
tracing ends (it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that if 
there is no need for an update to the most current version of operating software 
or if there is a need for an update the mobile station it will or will not be updated 
accordingly and then the process will end, Criss, Page 4, Paragraph 0044, lines 
1 - 32 and Page 7, Paragraph 0063, line 1 through Paragraph 0063, line 4). 

Regarding claims 7 and 10, the claims are interpreted and rejected for the 
same reason as set forth in claim 1 . 

Regarding claims 8 and 1 1, the claims are interpreted and rejected for the 
same reason as set forth in claim 2. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Criss in 
view of Sanmugam (US 5,734,977). 

Regarding claim 5, Criss as applied above does not specifically disclose 
receiving a stop command of tracing in the entity, the command indicating the 
subscriber whose signaling message tracing is to be stopped, and stopping 
tracing of the signaling messages related to said subscriber. In an analogous art, 
Sanmugam discloses receiving a stop command of tracing in the entity, the 
command indicating the subscriber whose signaling message tracing is to be 
stopped, and stopping tracing of the signaling messages related to said 
subscriber (Sanmugam, Col. 25, lines 63 - 67). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
provide the technique of Sanmugam to the system of Criss in order to provide an 
efficient way of allocating network resources as needed by the operator. 

6. Claims 6, 9 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Criss in view of Clarke et al. (US 5,793,752). 



Application/Control Number: 09/762,922 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2687 

Regarding claim 6, Criss as applied above does not specifically disclose 
wherein the signaling messages of the MAP protocol are traced. In an analogous 
art, Clarke discloses wherein the signaling messages of the MAP protocol are 
traced (Clarke, Col. 5, line 25 through Col. 6, line 1 5 and Col. 1 1 , lines 23 - 29). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to provide the technique of Clarke to the system of 
Criss in order to provide a monitoring system that can provide an accurate 
feedback to the user just by recognizing a predetermined set of message 
characteristics, which is sufficient to identify a type of node functionality, and 
associating the type of functionality identified by said set of characteristics with 
said particular node. 

Regarding claim 9, Criss in view of Clarke as applied above discloses 
wherein the signaling messages to be traced are message of the MAP protocol 
(Clarke, Col. 5, line 25 through Col. 6, line 15 and Col. 11, lines 23-29), and the 
network element is arranged to start sending copies of the signaling messages 
related to the subscriber in response to the dialogue of the MAP protocol which 
starts after the trace command and is related to the subscriber to be traced 
(monitoring probes send feedback to the central station, Clarke, Col. 9, lines 9 - 
25). 

Regarding claim 12, the claim is interpreted and rejected for the same 
reason as set forth in claim 9. 
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Response to Arguments 



7. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-12 have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Un C. Cho whose telephone number is (571) 272-7919. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M ~ F 8:00AM to 4:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Lester Kincaid can be reached on (571) 272-7922. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Conclusion 
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Examiner 
Art Unit 2687 
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